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TARIFF FACTS.

How Our Forty-seven Per Cent. War
Tariff Affecis the Toiling
Masses.

What the Poor Washerwoman Pays for
Sugar in the Cities of London
and Paris,

A Republican Manufactursr Exposes the
Sophistries of Protection and of
the Chicago Platform.

1

Our Manufacturers Want sFree Raw
Materials, but Don’t: Dare
to Say So.

The Tariff Views of Grant, Arthur, and
Garfield—Where the Work-
ingmen Stand,

Taxes for Rich and Poor.

There can be no more absolute proof of the
lact that our 47 per cent. war taritr is framed in
the interest of those who least need help and
against the toiling masses, than a brief study of
the rates of duty laid upon luxuries and neces-
sities relatively. I herewith submit a table
taken directly from the official tariff :

Luxuries— Tariff,
VRIS (OIS o oo o s s s vnvsvinsssasning e
Jet
Medals of gold and silver

Fashion plates,

ProOlown 8000085 . oscocvisocicorssvoss 10 per cent
Free

Ottar of roses

Almond oil

Turtles...

Skele ons

8 uffed birds

Fancy and perfuined soap

Cabinets of coins, medals, and other an-
tiguities

Brazgiland cocoanuts....... . cceeianee o oani

Tropical fruit plants

Tortoise shells

Meerschaum

Parchment,

Mother of pearl

Regalia and gems for societies

Quoits or curling stones

Gut cord for musical instruinents...... vsog

Lignum-vitae
IEREOERIY S i\ ivo v anioosmissnsss tevesanssness
Satinwood ¢

welry
Raw S8ilk

Necessities—
Earthenware and crockery

55 per cent,
Slates and slate pencils

30 per cent
40 per cent

Sewing machive needles

35 per'eent
Pocket knives + nd razors

per cent

..1 cent per 1b

214 cents per 1b

Horseshoe nails 4 cents per 1b
Hammers, wedges and crowbars.2!; cents per 1b
Hard, soft and castile soap 2 per cent
Beesw 20 per cent
Cast iron vesssls and stove plates.1!4 centd per b
Copper in plates and pigs 4 cents perlb

.................... «ee.0.20 per cent

e ARSI R SRR SRS T T
Books 25 per cent
....25 per cent

...d30 per cent

censvas 35 cents per 1,000
...... esesssassss. B2 perl00) ieet
....................... ....12 cents per 100 lbs
Readymade clothing.................. 40 per cent
Cotton thread and yarn............ ...40 per cent
Cotton stockings and shirts 40 per cent
Oilcloths 40 per cent
Hats and flannéls............. ...60 to 70 per cent,
‘Women's dress goods, part wool 60 to 70 per cent,
‘Woolen shawls 60 to 8) per cent
How many diamonds, stuffed birds, cabinets
of coins, snails, quoits, tortoise shells, and how
much ottar of roses, mother of pearl, rosewood
and mahogany, meerschauin and jewelry, do the
railroad labo.er, mechanic and farmer have use
ford a year? Is it for their interest that
these articles should be free of duty; or would
they gain more by cheapening handsaws, cream
of tartar, rice, garden seeds, books,boards, ha.s,
threaa and clothing ?—D. D. Jayne, in Chenango
(N. Y.) Union.

The Protection Bugaboo.

A platform lecturer here an evening or two
since on “The Footprints of Wesley,” in speak-
ing of his purchase from an English wash-
woman of chips from the rock from which Wes-
ley used to preach, and of his being told by her
that the small sum received was more thai she
could get in England for a hard day’s washing,
brought down his unthinking audience wi h
cheers, of course, by the usual electioneering
clap-trap exclamation and alarm cry of “free-
trade,” whereas the lecturer and his hearerg
ought to have had the intelligence to know
that the wages of English laborers, includ-
ing Eiglish washwomen, are more than 5)
per cent. higher in free trade Eng and, not-
withstanding her denser population of over

""four hundred to a square mile, than in the
high-protection countries of continental Eu-
rope, and, therefore, that the tariff is no ex-
planation whatever of the higher wage rate
of the American as compared with the English
laborer, or the Jow wages of the English wash-
woman. Nay more, that the facts, if they prose
anything, would show the tariff to be the cause
of the lower wage rate in highly protected con-

* tinental Europe, as comparzd with free-trade
England, other conditions being vastly less dis-
similar than between England and America,
where its population, even in Ohio, is but eighty
to & square mile. They should know that the
condition of the English laboring -class is vastly
better now than under the high-tariff regime of
forty years ago, in confirmation of which but

Miss Martineau’s description of their con-
ditioh at that time. And that the condition of
work-women in free-trade London to-day is far
better than in high-pro ectionist Paris will be
seen from the following extract from Helen
Campbell’s correspondence on the needle-women
of Paris. She writes:

“Every article of daily need is at the highest
point, sugar alons being an illustrution:of what
the determination to protect an industry has
brought abont. The London workwonian buys a
pound for 1d., or at the most 2d. (2 cants and 4
cents). The French workwoman must give 11 or
12 sous (10 or 11 cents), and then have only beet
sugar, which has not much over half the : accha-
rine quality of cane sugar. Flour, milk, eggs, all
are equally high, meat alone being at nearly the

~same prices a8 London. Fruit is nearly an im-
possible luxury, and fuel 8o dear that shivering
the law for all but the rich, while rents are
also beyond T.ondon prices. ¥or the needle-
woman the fo d question has reso.ved its 1If into
bread aloné for at least one meal, with a little
coffee; chiefly chicory, and possibly some vege-
tables for the oth rs. But many a one lives on
bread for six days in a week, reserving the few
sous that can be saved for a Sunday bit of meat
or bones for m" *

~ And soon ugh a contrast as unfavorable
to the metropolis of high-tariff France as favor-
‘mble to the metropolis of that unfortunate (?)
:tlmtry in which prevails a “tariff for revenne

y,” and whose

e a8 it may seem to the protectionist doc-

341 , find it unnecessary to demand protec-

“tion from the low-paid or pauper wages of the
nations of the continent. Strange, is

iv that American wages in the mind of your,

protectionist, need to be 8o highly protected,

“sugar when her English sister pays but two or

re highly paid laborers,

.

when English wages need it not, although forced
to comipete with the low wages of the continent,
at vastly grg;sw disadvantage than America *
with

A French needle-woman and washerwoman
paying ten or elev-n cents a pound for beet

three cent - for a -superior article is a fair illus-
tration of the logical fruitage, the selfish cupid-
ity and blindness of that extreme protectionism
gone mad, which even in the land of Bastiat and
Turgot can thus sacrifice general interests on
the altar of the special and protected interests
of an unprefitable home industry, and that in
America can fight to the bitter end against a re-
duction of 5 per cen’, on the necessaries of life,
as provided for in‘the- Mills bill, or to reduce a
dan erous surplus and to relieve the people
from the burdemns «f unnecessary and unjust
taxation; and that rather than surrender “any
part” of its acquired gro nd, its usurped vriv-
ileges, it would favor free or untaxed whisky
and tobacco.—Lakeside (Ohio) Cor. Chicaqo
Times.

The Manufacturers and the Tariff,

The following letter, aritten by a Republican
manufacturer in Massachusetts to the Chair.
man of the Finance Committee of & Republican
club, shows that the sophistries of protection
and of the Chicago platform have not mystified
all the members of the g. 0. p., even among the
manufacturers :

O¥FICE oF THE HADLEY COMPANY,
BosToN, July 13, 1£83, :’
Chairman of the Finance Committee of the

Holyoke Republican Club:

DEAR SiR—1 have yours of the 12th, asking for
a contribution for the Republican Club. 1 am,
of course,.deeply interested in the tariff as re-
gards the Hadley Company, and also in its
bearing on many other cotton and woolen
manufactures in which I am interested; but,
in my opinion, the Republican members of
Congr2ss from New England and "he Home
Market Club and the Woolen Manufacturers’
Association have practically done more harm

r'ﬁo United States,’ has wool on the frea list.
The position that,the Republican party has
taken makes it well for the country, as it seems
to me, that it should not have the control ot the
Government for the next four years. Yours
truly, ARi1HUR T. LYMAN,

e Free Raw Materials.

1t w s not until the Mills bill proposed %o
make free wool and thus repealat x of 41 per
cent, in the raw materials of our woolen manu-
facuurers and reduce the tariff on woolens from
68 per cent. to 40 per cent. that the woqglen man-
ufacturers began to whisper the truth and con-
fess that free wool is a necessity to the success
of our woolen industries, i

The ‘woolen manufacturers, as a rule, con-
cealed the truth and publicly denied it to Con-
gress and to the 7, because they feared
that a demand from them for free wool would re-
«oil upon them by the removal of protection from
woolen products,

When -the issue was renewed in the present
Congress, the Times sought information on the
sub ect only from Republ can woolen manufac-
turers, and they, with one uccord, confessed that
free wool was eSsemtial to the success of our
woolen industries and to enable them to supply
our home market; but all, wi_.h like accord,we-
fused to let the truth go.to the public as coming
from them, femsilg retaliation upon manufac-
tured goods. -

facturor privately dec that iron ores ought
to be free, as foreign ores are o necessity for mix-
ing purpeses to multiply the use of our domestic
ores, but in like manner they did not dare to say
so publicly. The same answers come from Re-
Euhlicun cordage manufaciurers in favor of free

emp ; from Republican b tuminous coal opera—
tors in favor of free coal ; from Republican build-
ers in favor of free lumber ; fromn Republican tin
dealers in favor of free tin; and all had sealed
lips for the public on the subject.

These Republican protectionists, speaking for
their respective lines. of business, all sincerely

to the cause of protection and to the protected

aesire free raw materials, and all are terrorized

In like manne@ evc:m)ublicnn iron manu.- |

of hardship, but the necessarr=s of life used and
consumed by all the people, the duty upon
which adds to the cost of l},vmg in every house,
should be greatly cheapened. * * * %ul our
people might have the opportunity of extending
vheir eales beyond the liwits of home consump-
tion—sa them from the depression,-inter-
roption in busimess, and loss caused ry a glut-
ted dofmestic ma:ket, and affording their em-
ployes more certain and steady labor, with ths
resulting quiet and contentment.

PRESIDENT GARFIELD'S SPEECH IN THE HOUSE

IN 1878,

I believe that we ought to seek that point of

stable equilibrium somsewhere between a pro-
hibitory iariff on the one hand and a tariff that
gives no protection on the other. What's that
point of :table equiiibrium? In my judgment
it is this: A rate so high that foreign proaucers
cannot flood our markets and break down our
home manufacturers, but not so high as to keep
them altogether out, enabling our manufacturers
1o comliue and raise the prices, . or so high as
to stimulate an unh:althy growth of manufact-
|res. In other words, I would have the duty so
udjusted that every great American. industry
can fairly livesand make fair profits; and yet so
low that if o .ramanufactur rs atiempted to put
prices unreassmably the competition from
a.bfroad would eame in and bring down prices to
& fair rate,

Where the Workingmen Stand.

Congressman Lawler, who voted against the
! Morrison bill two years ago, has been telling the
| Eastern people how he came to vote for the Mills
| bill. Hesays:
| cond mmnation of my course since my vote upon
| the bill. Two years have worked decided change
of sentiment among the people of my district re-
| garding the tariff question. Since the considera-
| tion of the Mills bill in the House 1 have been in
| receipt of letters and telegrams from my core
| stituents urging ine to support -it. In nearly
| every case these communications were sent by
| Knights of Labor and others who at one time
believed that t'eir prosperity dependsd upon a
continuance of the existing tariff svstem.”

|
|

y .
)
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SCALING THE HEIGHTS OF PROTECTION,

(so-called) industries of Massachusetts than the
Democratic members of the Ways and Means
Comimittee. I have had occasion to see some of
the Democratic members of the Ways and Means
Committee, and to hear of the plans and views
of others, and I am convinced that but for the
action of the Republican members of Congress
from New England and the greater part of the
Republican manufacturers of New England we
could have had in the Mills bill satisfactory
schedules for woolens and cottons. As it is, at
the request of some manufacturers (Republican),
made through Democratic members from Mas-
sachusetts, the Democrats of the Ways and
Means Committee altered and advanced rates on
some imdp%‘taut items, while we were met, I am
informed, by Republican members of the House,
saying: “Leave the schedul: as it is ; it is better
for the election,” : ;

The Republicans now refuse to aid in putting
raw materials on the free list, and certainly in
New England free raw material has been con-
sidered as an element in protection almost as
essential as the duty on the manufactured arti-
cle. I'rom my business experienc: in both im-
porting and manufacturing I am fully aware of
the necessity of - protection for the maintenance
here of certain manufactures, and I very much
regret that the Republican party, with which I
have acted from it8 beginning, has; for political
success, taken a position which I consider hos-
tile in its practical effects to the protected in-
dustries of Massachusetts.

The Democratic members of the Ways and
Means Committee take broad and, on the whole,
reaspnable views of the tariff question, and
while of course they look at the interest of ‘the
United States as a whole, they do rot ignere the
fact that many great industries have grown up
in this country under the high duties made
necessary by the ¥ar of the rebellion, and that
it is only fair and proper that consideration
should be paid to their existence and conditioh.
Neither do they ignore the fact that the work-

eople in the jprotected industries are very

argely members of the Democratic party. Be-
sides the consideration that my manufacturing
interests have been put at needless risk by the
partisan action of the Rapublicans, I must also
take into tonsideration the interests of the
whole country, in which we are all involved, and
I cannot feel it to be right to vote for any one
who can honestly stand on the Republican plat-
form. Most of the Republicans with whom I
have spoken about it have told me that they had
not read it. . I can readily believe that it would
be disagreecable reading to Republicans who in
the - past have, in  all onesty, desired
to have raw materials and fruit products on the
free list... ;B\txt the ekxigencies of practical politics
have foreed the party into s false position as re-
gards the tariff, and into many other unwise and
dangerous relations in regard to the domestic
and foreign affairs of the country. There is

actically no party in this country in favor of
ge trade in any reasonable sense of the term,
and it is as unfair to call the Mills bill a free-
trade bill-as it-is to saythat the Republicans are
in favor of the free drinking of whisky, because
the manufacturers of protected articles have for
geveral years insisted that all internal taxes
should be taken off, in order that it should be
impossible to alter the duties on imports. While
the Mills bill is not a bill that wholly commends
itself to me, it is correct, and for the interest of
Massachusetts in many particulars, notably in
the matter of free wool. ery manufacturing
country in tho world of amy Jensequens \, except

into silence because they fear the power of mo-
nopoly trusts and combines to crush any honest
industry that crosses their path.

There is not a woolen manufacturer in the
United States who does not know that the Mills
bill, with free woo!, gives our woolen industry
vastly better protection than the present tariff
that extortionatelv taxes consumers without pre-
tecting eicher capital or labor.

There is not a woolen manufacturer in the
Uniied States who does not know that with the
Mills bill substituted for the present tariff the
woolen industry would at once supply our whole
home market, instead of allowing Europe to
supply within a small fraction of one-half of the
woolens we consume,

There is not a woolen manufacturer in the
United States who dozs not know tnat, with the

- Mills bill a law, our woolen employers would

double their employment of home labor; pay

labor better wages, pay larger profits to capital,

and relieve the woolen consumers of the coum-

try—whieh embrace the whole people—of at

ﬁafn.st. $120,000,000 annually for the necessaries of
e.

There is no protection to labor i1 taxing wool,
while there is positive and practical protectio;
to labor in taxing woolens; but they should n
be taxed 68 per cent. and then give Europe half
the labor of their production as is the case under
the present tariff. (The profit on sheep east of
the Missouri River is got from the mutton and
not from wool.)

The people want protection for home labor
and they will gladly proteet the woolen industry
to enable it to supply its entire homwe market
and pay liberal wages to labor ; but they will not
tax themselves 28 per cent. extrato protect weol
that is not the product of labor and at the same
time give European milis and foreign Iabor one-
I}n_.lf our home market for woolens.—Philadelphia

imes.

Tariff Views ot Four Presidents.
FROM PRESIDENT GRANT'S;MESSAGE OF 1875,

I would mention those articl s which enter
into manufactures of all sorts. All duty paid on
suc 1 articles goes direct to the eost of the article
when manufac.ured here and must be vaid for
by the consumer. These duties not only come
from the consumers at howe, but act us a pro-
tection to f reign raanufactarers in our own and
distant markets. :

FROM PRESIDENT ARTHUR’S MESSAGE OF 1882,

The present tariff system -is in many respects
unjust. It makes unequal distributions, both of
its burdens vnd its benefits. * * * Without
entering into minute  details, which, under
present circumstances, is quite unnecessary, I
recommend an enlargement of the free list so as
to include within it the numerous articles which
yield inconsiderable revenue, a simplification of
the complex and inconsist nt schedule of du ies
upon certain manufactures, particularly those
of cotton, iron, and steel, and a substantial re-
duction of the duties upon sugar, molasses, silk,
wool, and woolen go ds.

FROM PRESIDENT ARTHUR'S MESSAGE OF 1834,

The healthful enlargement of our trade with
Europe, Asia, and Africa should be sought by
reducing tariff burdens on such of their wares as
neither one or the other American States are fit-
ted to produce, and thus enable ourselves to
obtain in return a better market for our sup-
plies of food, of raw materials, and of the man-
ufactures in which we excel.

FROM PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S MESSAGE OF 1887,

T

The taxation of luxuries presents no features

Mr, Lawler further informs the Eastern peo-
ple that 95 per cent. of his constituents are
workingmen, and that he represents one of the
largest manufacturing districts in the Waest.
“The passage of the bill,” he says; “will make us
votes instead of weakening us.”

Seo much for the free-trade cry in Chicago. The
only labor member of the House, Congressman
Smith, of Milwaukee, voted for the Mills bill,
although, like Congressman Lawler, his po-
litical existence depends on the good opinion of
the workingmen. The labor organizations
throughout the West, and, perhaps, throughout
the mation, are more favorable to a r«duction of
the ta iff than they are to the Republican ultra
protection platform.

The farming classes are the hope of the Repub-
licams in this campaign as in the past. Still, the
farmers are not protected. They have to fight
their own battles. They buy tneir farm sup-
| plies in thbe dearest market in the world and
. sell their products atforei-n prices in opposition

Republican party ? This declaration in:the Chi-
cago platform: “We favor the entire repeal of

any vart of our protective system.”—Chicago
News.

Business Men for Tariff Reform.

One of the most notable signs of the times is
the alacrity with which business mem mot parti-
sans are ranging themselves on the s de of con-
servative tariff reform.. The latest of this class
of persons is Mr. A. J. Drexel, the great Phila-
delphia banker, and a Republican who has
hitherto given much material aid to his party.

Mr. Drexel, besides expressing himself un-
reservedly as a convert, to free wool, also de-
clares that he is not only convineed that wool
shoula be admitted free, but that iron ore should
also be put on the free list.—Chicago News.

Republican Rot.

George Russ Brown, of the Little Nock
Gazette, in an interview at Denver said, the
other day: “Your evening paper to-day says:
*1f the South would cease the reassertion of the
righteousness of the lost, cause and the superior
patriotism of Jeff Davis,’ etc. Now, so far as
Arkansas is concerned, that's all stuff; rot in
the fullest sense of the word. I have been a
resident of Arkansas since 1872, and came there
from New York State. At Iittle Rock more
than half the citizens—and we have a popula-
tion of nearly 40,000—are from the North, and
they do not care a picayune about either Jeff
Davis or the lost cause. Mr. Davis is an old
man, harmless, pos:ibly embittered by failure,
living quietly at his home on the Gulf coast in
Mississippi, and the lost cause is & ‘dead issue’
—dead as a mackerel, It's a fact, too, that the
people with whom I talked about the war ex-
press themselves as gratified at the way things
lga.vte resulted. It has all turned out for the’

est.” ;

AMOXNG the sheep-raising States ¢ight, that have
7,920,000 sheep within their limits, voted sub-
stantially for free wool; six, that have 2,530,000
sheep, voted' substantially azainst, and two,
Michigan and Indiana, that have 3,100,000 sheep,
voted eleven for free wool and fourteem votes
againgt it. It would appaar from this that the
States that Rave the greatest interest in sheep-

be!:)r free wool by a large majarity.~

“I have not heard one word of-

to the pauper labor of Russia and India. What |
do they gei for their unwavering devotion to the !

| the internal taxes rather than the surrender of !

i’ A LIFE FOR A LIFE.

| “Blinkey” Morgan Rxpiaiu in Awfal
ey

Murder of Detective |,
Huligan.

‘A Brief History of the Crime, and
|’ Biography ef the Crim-
inal, -

[Columbus (Ohio) spacial.]
- Charles Morgan, better known as “Blinkey”
Morgan, was executed in the annex of the Ohio
Penitentiary at Columbus. The execution was
Witnessed by thirty persons. Morgan wason
Qu scaffold when the spectators entered the
3xecution department. He looked like a high-
toned gentleman dressed’ for an evening ball.
The warrant was read and Morgan refused to
8ay & word, but stood like & statue as the ropes
‘were adjusted. When all was ready, the cap
drayn down, and the rope began to tighten, Mor-

gan spoke in a loud tone, “Good-by, Nellie,” and
Passed through the trap. The work was not a
success. The body writhed in the greatest
agony and the legs jerked, while the arms swung
and the hands clutched. He slowly strangled to
death. He was as game a criminal as ever
ste; upon a scaffold.

Charles, alias “Blinkey,” Morgan was born in
New York State. In 1878 he was convicted in
Philadelphia for robbing a safe, and was sen-
tenced to five years in the penitentiary. After
serving his term he went to Cleveland, and there
became associated with Jack Connelly, an old-
time thief, and through him with Nellie Lowry,
the daughter of Connelly and the wife of Charles
Lowry, a noted bank robber now serving an
eleven-year solitary confinement sentence in a
Philadelphia prison for the Osceola, Pa., bank
robbery, in whicn one of his accomplices was
Eddie Havill of Chicago. Morgan also became
acquainted with the late Tom Foster, one of the
most notorious safe operators and desperadoes
in the country, who was shot dead by a police
officer in Cleveland about two years ago while
resisting arrest.

After a safe robbery at Wellington, Ohio, by
Foster, Lowry, and Morgan, and a hot encounter
with the police aud a posse, in which Tom Mor-
gan, one of the gang, was killel, and another of
the gang and several of the pursuers were
wounded, Lowry and “Blinkey” Morgan went to
Canada, staying there for quite a while,

After robb ng a safe at Ingersoll, Lowry and
Morgan were pursued and overtaken by several
railroad men. Morgan drew his pistol and, tell-
ing Lowry to make off while he “held the fort,”
faced the pursuers and literally shot his way
through them, effecting his escape. Lowry was
captured. organ went to the jail where he was
confined, and working from the outside got his
pal out. Some time afterward Lowry had a row
| with a police officer in Toron o w ile drunk,
I drew his revolver, fired at the officer, and killed

a hackman. For this he was sentenced to a long
term in the Kingston prisof.

While there he became ac¢quaijnted with a
young Detroit burglar named Matt Kennedy,
who was serving a term for a safe robbery near
Windsor. While in jail at Sandwich they at-
tempted to escape, and in go doing shof and
killed a jailer. 1t being proved that Kennedy
aid not do the shooting, he got off with a long
term in prison. ‘ ;

Years afterward he met Mqrgan. The two,
escaped from prison and went to Detroit, where
they stayed a long time uader the protection of
a noted gambler, They alfo passed consider-
able time in Cleveland, where| they stopped at
the house of Nellie Lowry. et

He was next heard from thrgugh: the robbery
of the safe in the jewelry storae of Mr, Green, of
Greenville, Mich., 85,000 worth;of préperty being
taken. This plunder was carried tog Canada by
Nellie Lowry, and sold there. Mo
the vicinity of the Lowry house unt Cleve-

Jan. 29, 1887, when the fur store of Béne.ict &
Ruedy, on Superior street, Cleveland, was
burglarized, and $7,000 worth of sealskin gar-
ments taken. After the’ murderof Hulligan, a
reward of $16,000 was offered for the capture of
the criminais, G ; :

Detective Hulligan traced the plunder to a
small town outside of Oleveland, from where it
had been shinped to Allegheny City. This offi
cer, together with Capt. Hoehne, went to the
latter place, and the day atter their arrival ar-
rested a young man who gave the name of Harry
McMunn. He was afterwards identified by
Cleveland shopkeepers as having been hanging
around their stores, and aiso as having had a
prominent part in the shipments of the goods.
Requisition papers were served and the prisoner
was taken aboard the train by Capt. Boehne and
Detective Hulligan, being shackled to the lat-
ter. Chief of Police Murphy, of Allegheny City,
and several detectives went to the depot with
the Cleveland officers. Had they not done so a
rescue would have been attempted at the depot.
The presence of so many officers, however, frus-
trated the scheme. McMunn behaved quietly,
and seemed anxious to make the officers as little
trouble as possible. The prisoner and his cap-
tors were in the smoking-car, At 2 v’¢lock in the
morning five men entered the car. There was
no recognition between the prisoner and them.
At Ravenna, thirty miles trom Alliance, they
stepped across the aisle to where McMunn
sat shackled to Detective Hulligan, and, draw-
ing their pistols, said, “Give him up!” Both
Hulligan and Hoehne drew their weapons, and
rapid firinz commenced. Both of the oflicers
were shot seyveral times, but would not yield.
Finally one of the rescuing party took a
coupling-pin from a newspaper and struck both
officers on the head, knocking them sense-
less. Hulligan was dragged to the car door,
where the shackles were broken, and McMunn
was free.

Morgan’s picture was identified by the train-
men, who had seen him the night of the attack
on the officers. Mr. Pinkerton suggested that a
watch be kept on Nellie Lowry and all letters
addressed to her be intercepted. A few days
later two letters were stolen from her house.
They were from a thief who threatened that if
she did not right an injustice that had been done
him he would communicate with W. A. Pink-
erton, and give him the full particulars of the
affa'r at Ravenna. He gave ris address as
general delivery, postoffice, Kansas City, and
demanded &n immediate answer. These let-
ters were sent to Mr. Pinkerton by Capt. Mc-
Hannon, and the former at once communi-
cated with Chief of Police Spears, of Kansas
City, asking him to watch ior any mail ad-
dressed to the person who had written the
Lowry woman. That same day a thief
known to the police all over the country
was arrested at the Kansas City Posioffice.
He was badly scared, and with little persuasion
told that the rescue of McMunn, alias Kennedy,
hud been devised at Cleveland by Nellie Lowry,
whom he characterized as the head and brains
of the gang. He told of those who participated
in the crime, the leader of ths gang ing
“Blinkey” Morgan. His accompiices were Pat
Hanley, & Dayton, Ohio, thief, Bob Dickerson,
also & notorious Ohio criminal, aud two others.

This information being sent to Mr. Pinkerton
was forwarded by him to the Cleveland police,
together with photographs taken from his own
rogues’ gallery. .

1t appears that after the rescue the gang sep-
arated, McMunn, Hanley and Dickerson geoing
to Eurepe. When last heard from they were in
London. Morgan, om account of his pecul-
iarly marked appearance, thought best to
stay in this country. He organized a new
gang and made his headquarters with a sister of
Nellie Lowry at Alpena, Mich. The Cleveland
poiice sent word to the Sheriff at Alpena, tell-
ing him who the men were, and Detective Reeves
and Capt. Hoehne went on to dassist in their
capture. Coughlin and Robinson, two of Mor-
gan’s new gang, the former a cousin of Nell
Lowry’'s, and the latter a distant rela-
tive of hers, started to leave Alpena
by boit. The Sheriff got these men and
then slipped back to get Morgan. The latter at
«nce opened fire, one of his bullets striking the
Sheriff in the thigh, inflicting a wound rrom
which he died {hrce weeks later. Morgan was
captured, however, and taken to Cleveland,
identified, anl Oct. 3, 1887, he was taken into
court at Ravenna for trial. The witnesses for the
State, ong aft r another, gave testimony which
connected Morgan with the burglary and
subsequent murder on tha Cleveland and
Pittsburgh train. Notwithstanding: this faot,
Morgan’s_attorneys refused to call a single wit-
ness in his defense, not even attempting to
prove an alibi, and at the coneclusion of the tes-
timony for the prosecution, Morgan’s counsel
announced their willingness to submis their case
without argument, which was done. The jury,
after having been out ons hour and twenty-fiva
minutes, returned a verdict of “guilty of murder

in the first degree.”, Morgsa protested hi
conoﬁwme,hsh‘ £ o iy

gtaid in -
land fur robbery, which occurred thé’ pight of’




